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I. AMENDMENTS 

The amendments set forth below are made in response to the Non-Final Office 
Action initially mailed October 17, 1999, and supplemented with a fully substituted Non- 
Final Office Action on January 7, 2000. Applicants respectfully request that the 
Examiner enter the following amendments in the above-captioned application and 
reconsider the allowability of the application as amended under 37 C.F.R. § 1.111. 

A. To the Specification 

Applicants request entering the below amendments to the specification. 
On page 1, in the paragraph entitled, "Cross-Reference to Related Applications," 
on the second line, please delete: 

"herein incorporated by reference in its entirety". 

This text was mistakenly presented in the statement of the chain of priority of the 
application under 35 U.S.C. § 120. The statement is surplusage as the specification of 
Application Number 08/1 13,329 is the identical specification to that of the instant 
application. 

B. To the Claims 

Applicants request that the Examiner enter the amendments to the claims set forth 
below. Claims 56, 58, 60, 65-67, 69, 72, 73, 75-79, 81, 82, 86, 88, 93, 96, 102, 104-107, 
109, 112, 113, 116, 117, 122-124, 126-135, 139-143, 147, 149-153, 155, 158, 161, 162, 
1 64-1 66, 1 71, and 1 75 are amended. For the PTO 's convenience, claims that remain 
unchanged are included below in order to allow the Examiner to review all pending 
claims from this response in their numerical order. 

56. (Four Times Amended) A method for receiving and processing data 
for use with an interactive video apparatus, said interactive video apparatus having a 
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